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for payment of benefits 
in event of total permanent 
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ence of conclusive proof 
of disability 
s will be paid if proof 
nitted that insured has 
disabled for 90 
ntitles insured to such 
s for period of tempor- 
al disability when such 
90 days, 
thereby defines perman- 
ability as total disability 
iing for 90 days. 
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the 
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resented that 
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a period of not less 
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one meaning, they 
reted more strongly 

party from whom 
lated. 


t contends its obliga- 
benefits was condi- 
presentation of due 


der 


and permanent 
pro- 


it was not obligated 


efits on proof of tem- 
ability. It argues that 
pplication for benefits 
there was no perman- 
hence no obliga- 
lor the claim 
> key words are 
sability”. These words 
similar matters, 
) carry their strict lex- 
al significance, ie. a 
asting until death, but 
lore dependant on the 
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In Clott v. Prudential 114 N. 
J. L. 18 aff, tis N. F. b. 114 
the court in construing a similar 
policy provision held that to fol- 
low defendant’s contention would 
be to create a contingent right to 
benefits, a mere rebuttable pre- 
Sumption of permanency, which 
would be removed or annulled by 


recovery of the insured at any 
time before death and would 
only become a vested right on 


death, that the right to benefits 
would merely be a defeasible one, 





and that this the parties did 
not intend. The court there 
further held “Apparent perman- 
ent disability, inferred from a 
State of continuous total disa- 
ility for the time prescribed, 
nes the basis of liability 

* such benefits .. . continuous 
total disability for this period 
confers on the insured the ab- 


solute and indefeasible right to 
benefits from the beginning of 
the period until such period of 
total disability shall have end- 


ed’ 


As in the Clott case, the in- 
Surance company undertook to 
define “permanent disability” 


for the purpose of its policy, to 
Wit: total disability which con- 
tinued for a period of 90 days 
was to be considered by the 
Company to be permanent, en- 
titling the insured to the bene- 
policy. 
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Anti-Closed Shop Law 
Cited Against 
integration of Bar 





LITTLE ROCK (ACCN) — In- 
tegration of the Arkansas bar 
would be invalid under the anti- 
closed shop amendment to the 
State constitution, it was con- 
tended in a brief filed with the 
state Supreme Court by the Crit- 
tenden County Bar Assn. in op- 
position to the court’s recent de- 
cree ordering integration. 

Filed support of the associa- 
tion’s petition asking the court 
to withdraw its integration 
order, the brief argued that in- 
of the bar, requiring 
all lawyers in the state to join 
and support a compulsory pro- 

organization under 
urt supervision, would violate 
amendment 34 to the state con- 
adopted in 1944 and 
know the “open shop” or 
“freedom to work amendment.” 

The brief quoted a section of 
the amendment which says: 
“Nor shall any person against his 
will be compelled to pay dues to 
’ labor organization as a pre- 

ite to or condition of em- 
ployment. 

“Integration will compel each 
ttorney to pay dues,” the brief 
“or as Stated by the court 

‘contribute a small sum an- 
nually.’” 

“Petitioners submit,” the brief 
added, “that the Arkansas Bar 
Assn. is a labor organization 

in the scope and meaning of 
amendment 34....and that the 
restraining effect ... is as appli- 
to legislative enactment 
judicial fiat as to the con- 
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tracts of industry and com- 
merce.” 

The brief contended that the 
compulsory organization, which 


apparently would supplant the 
present voluntary bar associa- 
tion, also would be a labor or- 
ganization within the meaning 
of the amendment. 

The Arkansas Bar Assn. went 
on record at its recent annual 
convention asking the Supreme 
court to reverse itself on its in- 
tegration order. 


was before me,I was 
troubled by the 
tendered. After 12 hours of re- 
search and study I concluded, 
as my opinion indicated, 


Restrictive Real Estate 
Covenant Not 
Binding 


Washington, — 


sued for dame if he 
Negroes occupy his property. 


ges 


Such agreements, designed to 
neighbor- 
many sections of 
large cities from coast to coast. 


preserve “all-white 
hoods”, blanket 


The case at bar came from Los 
im- 
to the far-reach- 
lecision of 


Angeles. The suit 
portant sequel 
ing racial covenant 
1948. 

In the 1948 decision, the court 


was an 


did not outlaw the agreements, 
provided they are adhered to 
voluntarily. But it said the pow- 
er of State courts may not be 
invoked to enforce them. The 
crucial question left undecided 


then was whether 
breaks an agreement 
for damages by the 


value. 


cline in property 


Text of Opinions in Rosenberg Case 


The United 
States Supreme Court has ruled 
that the signer of a restrictive 
real estate covenant may not be 
lets 


a person who 
can be sued 
other signers 
on grounds he has caused a de- 
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them and found that they were 
not silver. In consequence, he 
did not give X any money, but 
sent for a policeman and gave 
X into custody. Is X guilty of any 
crime? 

2. (a) On Sunday, Dec. 7, 1952, 
P, by written contract, agreed to 
buy from D for $10,000 certain 
land in N.J., provided P was able 
to obtain a $7,000 mortgage on 
the land. P paid D a deposit of 
$1,000 on the signing of this con- 
tract. Thereafter, having found 
that he was unable to obtain the 
mortgage stipulated in the con- 
tract, P sued D for the return of 
the $1,000 deposit. In his answer, 
D defended on the ground that 
the contract was made on Sun- 
day and was therefore illegal and 
void. P moved for judgment on 
the pleadings. Decide the mo- 
tion. 

(ob) X brought an action in 
replevin against Y to recover 
possession of a dog which X had 
sold to Y on Sunday, April 5, 1953, 
at a price of $200, of which Y 
paid $50 on account on that day 
and promised to deliver the 





General 
1. (a) T, a thief, had stolen the 
goods of O, the owner. Before T 
could dispose of the goods, he was 
arrested and the stolen property 
was restored to O, the owner. 
The police suspected that D was 
a dealer in and receiver of stolen 
property. T was then directed by 
the police to take the goods, 
which he had stolen from O, and 
to bring them to D and to offer 
to sell them to D. T did as re- 
quested by the police and, while 
a detective watched, T sold the 
goods of O to D. D bought the 
goods from T, thinking that they 
were stolen property. D was in- 
dicted for attempting to receive 
stolen property. Is he guilty? 
(b) X went into a pawnbrok- 
er’s shop and laid eleven thim- 
bles on the counter, saying, “I 
want five dollars for them.” The 
pawnbroker asked X if they were 
Silver and X said that they were. 
The pawnbroker then tested 





Majority Opinion by the 
Chief Justice 

We convened a special term of 
the court to consider an applica- 
tion by the Attorney General (1) 
to review the of execution 
of Julius Rosenberg and Ethel 
Rosenberg, granted by Mr. Jus- 
tice Douglas on June 17, 1953, 
or (2) for reconsideration and 
reaffirmance of this court’s order 
in no. 1, misc., Julius Rosenberg 
and Ethel Rosenberg, Petitioners, 
v. Wilford L. Denno, Warden of 
Sing Sing Prison, June 1953, 


Stay 





special term, denying a Stay. 
The acting Solicitor General 
agrees, and we do not doubt, that 
Mr. Justice Douglas had power 
to issue the stay in these pro- 
ceedings. There is no dispute 
that a stay should issue only if 
there is a substantial question 


to be preserved for further pro- 
ceedings in the courts. 

The question which has been 
and now is urged as being sub- 
stantial is whether the provis- 
ions of The Atomic Energy Act 
of 1946, 42 U.S.C. §1810(B)(2)(3), 
rendered the district court pow- 
erless to impose the death sent- 
ence under The Espionage Act 
of 1917, 50 U.S.C. §32(A), 34, un- 


der which statute the _ indict- 
ment was laid. 
Although this question was 


raised and presented for the first 


time to Mr. Justice Douglas by 
counsel who have never been 
employed by the Rosenbergs, 


and who heretofore have not 
participated in this case, the full 
court has considered it on its 
merits. 

We think the question is not 
substantial. We think further 
litigate it are un- 
warranted. conspiracy was 
charged and proved to violate 
The Espionage Act in wartime. 
The Atomic Energy Act did not 
repeal or limit the provisions of 
The Espionage Act. Accordingly, 
we vacate the stay entered by 
Mr. Justice Douglas on June 17, 
1953. 

We are entering 








Midas “ho 
procecdings tO 


this order in 


advance of the preparation of 


full opinions which will be filed 
with the clerk. 
Dissenting Opinion by 
Justice Douglas 
When the motion for a stay 
deeply 


legal question 


that 


balance on the morrow. On Mon- 
day, Y failed to pay the balance 
and has never paid it since the 
contract was made. In a second 
count of his complaint, X asked 
a money judgment against Y for 
the sum of $150. On the basis of 


the question was a substantial 
one, never presented to _ this 
court and never decided by any 
court. So I issued the stay order. 

Now I have had the benefit of 
an additional argument and ad- 


ditional study and _ reflection. these facts, which appeared in 
ae | ? 9 jo % 
i — that I am right on the complaint, Y moved for a 


dismissal of the complaint, al- 
though he admitted that he had 
never paid the balance and had 
refused to return the dog on X’s 
demand. Decide the motion. 

3. A tract of land in N. J. was 
divided by the owner, S, into 58 
lots of greatly unequal value, and 
a right to have one of these lots 


The Solicitor General says in 
oral argument that the Govern- 
ment would have been laughed 
out of court if the indictment in 
this case had been laid under 
The Atomic Energy Act of 1946. 
I agree. For a part of the crime 
alleged and proved antedated 


i eg hg — was sold to a number of pur- 
troactive application. But tne chasers, at a uniform price, upon 
Solicitor Genera] actus i the the understanding that the lots 
legal point on which “my stay ae epee 
order was based . ay ing or lot, and that a deed was 

as based. It is this: to be given to each purchaser for 


whether or not the death penal- 
ty can be imposed without the 
recommendation of the jury for 
a crime involving the disclosure 
of atomic secrets where a part 
of that crime takes place after 
the effective date of The Atomic 
Energy Act. 

The crime of the Rosenbergs 
was a conspiracy that started 
prior to The Atomic Energy Act 
and continued almost four years 
after the effective date of that 
act. The overt acts alleged were 
acts which took place prior to 
the effective date of the new act. 
But that is irrelevant for two 
reasons. First: Acts in pursuance 
of the conspiracy were proved 
which took place after the new 
act became the law. Second: Un- 
der Singer v. United States, 323 
U. S. 338, no overt acts were nec- 
essary; the crime was complete 
when the conspiracy was proved. 
And that conspiracy, as defined 
in the indictment itself, endured 
almost four years after The 
Atomic Energy Act became ef- 
fective. 

The crime, therefore, took 
place in substantial part after 
the new act became effective, 
after Congress had written new 
penalties for conspiracies to dis- 
close atomic secrets. One of the 
new requirements is that the 
death penalty for that kind of 
espionage can be imposed only 
if the jury recommends it. And 
here there was no such recom- 
mendation. To be -sure, this 
espionage included more than 
atomic secrets. But there can be 


the lot so drawn by him. This was 
done. D became the owner of lot 
number 58 and received a deed 
therefor, under the arrangement, 
from S. Similar deeds were given 
by S to the other 57 purchasers 
for the other 57 lots 

Thereafter, S leased lot num- 
ber 58 to P. On finding D in pos- 
session of this lot and upon D’s 
refusal to vacate, P brought an 
action against D to recover pos- 
session thereof. D, by answer, re- 
lied upon his deed from S. P, by 
reply, alleged that the transac- 
tion by which D had obtained 
this deed was a lottery, and 
hence illegal, and that therefore 
D had no title because his deed 
was void. On the basis of the 
above facts, P moved for judg- 
ment on the pleadings. Decide 
the motion. 

4. (a) D sold a large quantity 
of whiskey to V, which V con- 
sumed in D’s tavern. D sold some 
of this whisky to V, after it was 
cbvious that V was drunk. On 
his way home from the tavern, 
in a blizzard, V fell asleep in a 
snowdrift and was found dead. 
Death was due to exposure and 
acute alcoholism. D was charged 
with manslaughter. Is he guilty? 

(b) W, a woman, was engaged 
to be married to M. M broke the 
engagement. W thereupon pro- 
cured a revolver with the inten- 
tion of committing suicide. M 
tried to stop her suicidal act, and 
in the ensuing struggle M was 
accidentally shot and killed. W 
was indicted for manslaughter. 
Is she guilty? 
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NEGLIGENCE — LANDLORD & 
TENANT—A tenant who uses 
the only means of ingress and 
egress provided by the land- 
lord, knowing of defective or 
dangerous conditions therein, 
is not as a matter of law bar- 
red by assumption of risk; the 


years. Plaintiff, 


the nose of the tread because’o 


the injuries for which he seek 


plication of the doctrine of as- 


in- 


ilar circumstances, have 
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lotest rate 
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ed test is whether an ordinarily 
prudent person would, under the 
same or similar circumstances, 
have incurred the risk. The fact 
that plaintiff knew or should 
have known of the risk and as- 
sumed it is nct itself an absolute 
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tion will not bar recovery if an 
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cumstances, have incurred the 
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risk, and this is generally a ques- 
tion for the jury. Particularly is 
this so, where, as here, the ten- 
ant cannot, in the exercise of 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS ny 


while ascending 
the stairway placed his foot on! 
the second step from the bottom. 
He testified his foot slipped off 


its worn and slippery condition, | 
causing him to fall and sustain! have assumed the risk of use of 


question is one for the jury. damages. 
NEGLIGENCE — ASSUMPTION It was conceded that the stair- 
OF RISK—The test of the ap- way was a common stairway un- 


der the control of the defendant. 


of plaintiff’s case and plaintiff 


suitable and safe for its intend- 


due care, avoid the hazard of 
the stairway by the use of other 
means of ingress or egress. Our 
courts have in several cases 
held that where a landlord 
supplies only one means of in- 
gress and egress a tenant cannot 
be said, aS a matter of law, to 
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lthat means. 


Reversed and venire 
awarded. 


de novo 


CRIMINAL LAW—On indictment 


sumption of risk is whether an’ The trja] court granted de-| for bookmaking under R. S. 
ordinarily prudent person fendant’s motion for involun-| 2:135-3 it is not necessary to 
would under the same or sim- tary dismissal made at the end} prove defendant habitually en- 


gaged in the business of mak- 








curred the risk. appeals. ing book; one transaction is 
Digested from an opinion by eld: It was defendant’s duty| Sufficient. 
Jayne, J.A.D., rendered June 3, to exercise reasonable care to| CRIMINAL LAW — TRIAL — It is 
1953. Appellate Div. Scheirik v. pave the stairway reasonably| highly improper for the prose- 


cutor in summation to comment 








Rubenstein (Rubenstein & Kos-| eq yse. on matters outside the evi- 

singer atty). : knowledge by defendant of the ie oti  . ppPancnnceci sti 

Plaintiff. a 73 year old man condition of the stairs and sien ee er — 

, big ’ whether the condition of the| counsel must be restrained 

had been a tenant of a second second step was such as to| Within the facts shown or 

floor a a : ery sta gent jeopardize the safety of a lawful! reasonably suggested by the 
compat pthc om pulleys er and = the proximate ois nena. err? 

available and the treads and/|C@US¢ of plaintiff's fall, were fac-|—In the interests of justice, 

edges were “thin”. and “worn” tual questions for the jury in| opening and closing state- 

A ‘ners’? scans constant resolving the question of the al-; ments of counsel will by the 

eset tt Al Reel Ait the leged negligence of defendant. Revised Rules be made a part 

: The trial court apparently} of the stenographic record to 

granted the motion for dismissal! be taken. 

on the ground plaintiff had as- Digested from an opinion by 

sumed the risk. To justify a dis-| Brennan, J., rendered June 135, 

LEGAL missal on such ground, the re- 1953. Supreme Court. State v. 

FOR ALL are Sica pape Bogen and Lieberman. For the 

ae Be ent ee Oe ‘ State—H. Russell Morss, Jr., 

TRUST clusively is fact or as a N€C~! prosecutor. For appellant — Eu- 

Invest essary inference from the proof.| gone a_ Liotta 

FUNDS profitably ane geet is customarily one; ~ Cactaiahnak ae ee ene 

lo os + what the court|ed from his conviction of book- 

2 ry The test is not what the court/~" 0" Ss © aed all 

270 | would have done. The establish- making under RS. 2:135- 3. The 

conviction was sustained by the 


Appellate Division and certifica- 
tion was granted. 

Appellant argues his convic- 
tion was erroneous because there 
was no proof that defendant 
“habitually” engaged in book- 
making, and because the Prose- 
cutor in his summation made 





improper — on matters 
outside the cord. The remarks 
objected to and shown on the 


record were remarks concerning 
the Kefauver investigation and 
the testimony of witnesses before 
it, and a remark that bookmak- 
ers “do not play square with the 
bettors” and don’t pay as good 
odds as the Monmouth Park race 
track. Other prejudicial remarks, 
not shown on the record, are 
charged by appellant and are 
denied by the prosecutor. 

Held: The statute by its 
press terms is violated by “any 
person who shall habitually or 
otherwise’’ commit the offense. 
It is not requisite that the proofs 
show defendant habitually en- 
gages in bookmaking. Proof of a 
single act or transaction of 
making book is sufficient. 

The comments by the prose- 
cutor on matters outside the 
evidence were highly improper. 
This kind of irregularity on the 
part of prosecuting attorneys is 
too prevalent. Prosecutors are 
again reminded that under Can- 
on 5 of the Canons of Profes- 
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sional Ethics, their primary duty 
is not to convict, but to see that 
justice is done. It is as much his 
duty to refrain from improper 
methods calculated to produce a 
wrongful conviction as it is to 
use every legitimate means to 
bring about a just one. Improp- 
er suggestions, insinuations and 
assertions of personal knowledge 
by a prosecutor are apt to carry 
much weight against the accus- 
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Oklahoma Approves Sound Recording By 
Court Stenographers 


Court stenographers 
ment 
under a law enacted by the State 
legislature. 


Governor Johnston Murray 
to Pro-| 


“Relating 
Reporting and 
Sound Scriber if 


Signed a bill 
cedure in Court 
Allowing Use of 
Agreed to by 
Court,” which establishes court 
recordings as legal 














ed when they 
carry none. 
The broadest latitude in com- 
ment on summation is allowed to 
prosecutor and defense alike, but 
comment must be restrained 
within the facts shown or rea- 
sonably suggested by the evi- 
dence adduced. It is error to 
permit a prosecutor to appeal to 
the juror’s prejudice on facts not 


should properly 


proved in the case. The weak- 
er the case, the more, not 
the less, is it the prosecutor’s 


obligation to stay within bounds, 
that no man be convicted un- 
justly. The prosecuting attor- 
ney’s conduct is not the less cen- 
surable merely because the ap- 
pellate courts, as in the instant 
case, conclude that in the cir- 
cumstances the impropriety did 
not prejudice the rights of the 
defendant. 

After objection to the remarks 
about the Kefauver Investiga- 
tion, the prosecutor withdrew 
the remarks and apologized and 
the Court ordered the jury to 
disregard them. On the objec- 
tion to the remark about betting 
odds the court stated there was 
no evidence thereon, that he did 
n know what was paid, that 
they might even be higher than 
pari-mutuel pay, and that the 
prosecutor should confine his 
Summation to the evidence. In 
the light of what occurred it can 
not be said defendant was pre- 
judiced. 


n 


di 


Though it is not presently re- 
quired that opening and closing 
Statements of counsel be steno- 


recorded, such state- 
ments are an important and in- 
tegral part of the al. Accord- 
ingly, the court is including in 
the forthcoming Revision of the 
Rules a requirement that the 
opening and closing statements 
be included as part of the steno- 
graphic record. 

The other remarks charged by 
appellant and not shown in the 
record can not be considered and 
it was highly improper to at- 
tempt to argue them. 

Affirmed. 


or 


aphically 


tri 


can use! 
Sounc. Scriber dictation equip- 
in Oklahoma courtrooms 


Parties and the} 


procedure | 
where the parties agree thereto. | 


This action passed b 
Oklahoma lawmakers, 
court stenographers to 
recording microphones in 
rooms to record all testin 
unbreakable plastic disc 
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| Officers Installe 
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John W. Applegate, M 
attorney and former Ma 
ficiated at the first inst 
of officers held by the Mo 
Legal Secretaries Associ 
a dinner meeting in the ) 
Pitcher Hotel, Red Bank 
day night, June 18th, 195 

The Officers installe 
Mrs. Annette DiGiam 
Keyport, President; Miss 
Bromberg, Keyport, fir 
president; Mrs. Eleanor 
Keansburg, second vice 
dent; Mrs. Alice Schanck 
wan, treasurer; Mrs. H 
Smith, Keyport, Recordi 
retary; Mrs. Lois Fulkers 


ford, Corresponding secr 
Ezra W. Karkus, of Ke 
vice president of the M 
Association 
He 


County Bar 
principal speaker. 
bute to the new 
the first in New Se 
was organized in Janu: 
and now has 44 members 
commended the Associat 
its goals of elevating th 
of the legal secretary 
proving the skill of thos: 
working as legal secreta 
those about to enter the 
Leo Weinstein, Mataw: 
ney, welcomed the mem 
guests and also paid 
the new group. 
During the installati 
mony, Seymour R. 
magistrate of Keyport 
itan Township, acted 
stalling marshall. The g 
sented by Mr. Applegat 
DiGiambattista was a gi 
Monmouth Association 
National Association 
Secretaries. The new 
is also New Jersey state 
for the National Associ 
Mrs. DiGiambattista : 
acceptance on behalf 
officers installed, e} 
their appreciation t 
bership, and pledging 
partial administ 
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ration 
benefit of the legal secre 
the law profession. 
Attending were the 
from Monmouth County 
sociate members from M 
Essex and Ocean Count 
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tween attorney and client. 
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Corporate Fiduciaries and Members of the Ba 
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The drafting of legal instruments is the lawye 
business. The Fidelity Union Trust Company ! 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 
PUBLIC UTILITIES—ADMINIS- ed the orders therein as evidence 


TRATIVE LAW—The power of in 
an administrative body to 
grant rehearing and to change Aug. 


the present case. 
The Board filed its 
15, 1951, 

























































































denying an 


order on 


in- 





ty or amend its orders is one rest- crease and holding the existing 
‘ ing its discretion and will rates were not unjust or unrea- 
t not be disturbed by the court sonable. It found a rate base of 
in the absence of clear abuse $255,836,000 and a rate of return 
of discretion. of 6.07 percent which, after it 
. Bigert AL— apmpusrnative | °C operating expenses 
1 LAW—The time for appeal is nyse ong ly —e 
j tolled by the filing of a timely ee yg betters rd Me 
petit.on for rehearing and be- 0. Gieq ig Aisi Meragellosieg 
a é . : pany Nied a petition for rehear- 
awe: gins tO run again when re- ; It sought reconsideration of 
hearing is denied. Fe eS aa ceagneg te Sate Tyee ae 
; . Ne evidence it had previously 
-Rehe:ring is not intended to introduced and consideration of 
ou be vsed to circumvent the additional or new evidence, 
nh G orderiy procedure of hearing, which it subsequently produced, 
' decison, and appellate review of changed conditions and in- 
LUZ nor 9 bring in new matter creases of costs ‘rhich had since 
‘ prop: rly the subject of a new ‘urred and which it maintain- 
me caus ed reaguired an increase in the 
vir: PUBLI) UTILITIES — No one * - On Sept. 18, 
vie meth d such as cost or repro- ~ red its order 
ducti»n cost is controlling or © 8. 2. The company 
srec. || dispc -itive in fixing a rate base: trom both orders 
Mats. the i: quiry is for the fair value 
: and il factors are considered. 
se —The ”.U.C. may disallow pay- 
B: men’ to a parent corporation in sup} 
rm whic exceed the reasonable Orders. The ‘Com any asserts 
cost incurred by the parent Numerous errors = the Board 
Y for -ervices to the state sub- in its determinations. 
sidi: Held: R.S 8:2-40 provides 
—Cont:ibutions by a public util- that » Board may at any time 
itv ich are reasonably nec- order and extend. 
7 essar’ in rendering its service, rey n order made 
1 are -hargeable as operating by it. Tl a islative recog- 
; experise. t of > inherent right, held 
—Expenses of rate fixing litiga- by the to exist in admin- 
tion are chargeable as an istrative tri to order a re- 
operating expense but are to hearing 
be amortized over a reasonable 1: tht time 
peri for appeal is tolled by the filing 
—Any rate of return between the of 4 ly pe tition for rehear- 
lowe non-confiscatory rate jno 4; begins to run again 
and the highest rate fair to from the date “pe a decision 
the public is reasonable. lenying Sehaaitine When the 
Dig from an opinion by ! M10, Toners was Hive 
Burlit J. rendered June g. mere, appellant still had 17 days 
€ 953 reme Court. N. J. Bell for appeal under Rule 1:2-5, 
T . P.U.C. For appel- # the Boa + yea herein were fil- 
mas Glynn Walker and ed within 17 days of the decision 
D Minard, Jr. For respon- nying the rehearing They 
seph Harrison, Spec v re according taken within 
D Gen. (Jacob Schwartz “HE 
se Edward S. Bink« The petition for rehearing was 
api Dep Gen. on the brief rly timely under R.S. 48:2-40 
The J. Bell Telephone Cor was ly timely within 
gan eals from an order le 1:2-6(d) as it was filed 
the made Aug. 15, hin the time for appeal al- 
avi s application for wed by Rule 1:2-5. 
n intrastate rates, Rehearings before administra- 
5 rder of Sept. 18, 1952 tive bodies are addressed to 
denyi its petition for rehear- t] own discretion and only a 
ng of e matter. showing of the clearest abuse of 
The ‘ging were initiated discr n can sustain an ex- 
1 Ay ( » 1950. Two prior p to the rule that one 
dix initiated in 1947 a and one judgment sat- 
resulted in increased process and the Con- 
ecure a rate of return t The use of rehearings 
- 0.6 The company introduc- is not meant nor inten ded as a 
- ee aa 
a 
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substitute for or to circumvent 
the orderly process of petition, | 
hearing, decision and appellate | 
review and certainly it is no 
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Rosenberg Case Opinions 





(Continued from page 1) 





abuse of discretion to deny a re-| 0 doubt that the death penalty 


new matter 
for such ap- 


hearing where 
used as the basis 
plication which properly the 
basis of a new or separate cause 
or proceeding. Viewed in the 
light of an application to review 
the decision in particulars 
in which appellant was dissatis- 
fied with same, it was within the 
Board’s discretion to deny same, 
and viewed as an application 
based on new or Se cir- 
cumstances, t ne holds true. 
The Board’s action is discretion- 


18 


the 












ary and may only be set aside 
for abuse of discretion, which 
does not appear here. The com- 
pany is, of course, at liberty to 
initiate a new hearing. The 
order denying rehearing is af- 
firmed. 

As to the order of Aug. 15, the 
Company aitacks the Board’s 
findings on rate base. its allow- 
ances or disallowances of income 


and expenses, s finding of 












fair rate of ret As to the first, 
the objections } rily are that 
the Board did give more 
weight to the testimony of ap- 
pellant’s witnesses and to repro- 
duction cost as the measure of 
the base. No one method, cost, 
reproductio t, or appraisal 
is dispositive in arriving at rate 
base. The true base is the 
fair value, which is to be deter- 
mined from a ideration of 
all the evidens nd all the 
methods, and this t Board did. 

On the expe factors, the 
Roard ac ted witt powers in 
disallowing the part of the pay- 
ment made to appellant’s parent 
company which it ind exceed- 
ed the costs reasonably incurred 
by the parent in rendering ser- 
vices to its subsidiary, the ap- 
pellant. While 3oard erred 
in disallowing contributions to 
charity in toto 10out consid- 
ering which, if any, were rea- 
sonably necessary in rendition of 
its service to the consumer, and 
may also have erred in disal- 
lowing the claim the rate 
case expenses instead of 
amortizing the cost over a rea- 
sonable period, amounts in 
each instance were so smal] that 
it does not affect the reason- 
ableness of the rates charged or 
to be charged and therefore re- 
quires no remand. No prejudicial 
error appears as regards income 
or expenses. 

In the earlier proceedings, the 
Board fixed a rate of return of 


appealed. 
appellant 
at least 


5.6% and this was 
The Board here found 
had a rate of return of 








6.07%. The rate of return is rea- 
sonable when within the 
range of the ve: non- 
confiscatory rate and the high- 
est rate fair to the public. The 


fair return from 
from 5.25% 


testimony of 
the witnesses ranged 


to 8%. The finding here was of 
a return well within that range. 
The Board did not err in finding 
appellant had a reasonable rate 
of return. 

Affirmed. No costs 

Justices Heher and Oliphant 
dissenting hold that since the 


circumstances and expenses had 
changed while the case was be- 
fore the Board and the Board had 
asked for and received evidence 
thereof and had rd argu- 
ment thereon, it should not have 
denied the petition for rehearing, 
but should have continued the 
rehearing and considered these 
new factors so as to arrive ata 
'fair rate schedule for the com- 
pany and for the public, under 
the circumstances 





nea 


is| Was 


which had} 


developed. They hold it was ar-| 


bitrary to refuse to 


consider | 


| these factors as it imposed the| 


}economic burden on the com- 
| pany and on the public of a new 
irate proceeding and in the! 
| meantime deprived the company 
|Of a fair and necessary operat-| 
{ing return. 


| 
| 


| 


imposed because of the 
Rosenbergs’ disclosure of atomic 
secrets. The trial judge, in sen- 
tencing the Rosenbergs to death, 
emphasized that the heinous 
character of their crime was 
trafficking in atomic secrets. He 
said: 

“T believe your conduct in put- 
ting into the hands of the Rus- 
sians the A-bomb years before 
our best scientists predicted 
Russia would perfect the bomb 
has already caused, in my opin- 
ion, the Communist aggression 
in Korea, with the resultant 
casualties exceeding 50,000 and 
who knows but that millions 
more of innocent people may pav 
the price of your treason. Indeed, 
by vour betrayal you undoubted- 
ly have altered the course of his- 
tory to the disadvantage of our 
country.” 

But the Congress in 1946 
adopted new criminal sanctions 
for such crimes. Whether Con- 
gress was wise or unwise in doing 
so is no question for us. The cold 
truth is that the death sentence 
may not be imposed for what the 
Rosenbergs did unless the jury 
so recommends. 

Some say, however, that 
a part of the Rosenbergs’ crime 
was committed under the old 
law, the penalties of the old law 
applv. But it is law too elemental 
for citation of authority that 
where two penal statutes may 
apply, one carrying death, the 
other imprisonment, the court 
has no choice but to impose the 
less harsh sentence. 

A suggestion is made that the 
question comes too late, that 
since the Rosenbergs did not 
raise this question on appeal, 
they are barred from raising it 
now. But the question of an un- 
lawful sentence is never barred. 
No man or woman should go to 
death under an unlawful sent- 
ence merely because his lawyer 
failed to raise the point. It is that 
function among others that the 
great writ serves. I adhere to 
the views stated by Chief Justice 
Hughes for a unanimous Court 


since 


;in Bowen v. Johnson, 306 U. S. 
| 19, 26-27: 

“It must never be forgotten 
that the writ of habeas corpus is 
the precious safeguard of per- 
sonal liberty and there is no 
higher duty than to maintain it 
unimpaired: Ex parte Lange, 
supra. The rule requiring resort 
to appellate procedure when the 
trial court has determined its 
own jurisdiction of an offense is 
not a rule denying the power to 
issue a writ of habeas corpus 
when it appears that neverthe- 
less the trial court was without 
| jurisdiction. The rule is not one 
defining power but one which re- 
lates to the appropriate exercise 
of power.” 

Here the trial court was with- 
out jurisdiction to impose the 
death penalty, since the jury had 
not recommended it. 

Before the present argument, I 
knew only that the question was 
serious and substantial. Now I 
am sure of the answer. I know 
deep in my heart that I am right 
the law. Knowing that, my 
is clear. 


on 
duty 
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Kiss of Death 


(Reprinted from the Reporter, monthly 
publication of the Passaic County Bar 
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Legal aid for indigent defend- 
ants is of course, a worthy de- 
velopment. But the question 
arises as to whether legal aid, in 
its present form, is not often an 
imposition on either the lawyer 
or the defendant, or possibly on 
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MItchell 2-0075 


Keven Bieler, Peltiche: without other qualification. It 


matters not if the lawyer is too 
busy, or just inadequate. It mat- 
ters not if he specializes only in 
title work and never handles 
criminal cases. It is a little like 
compelling a dentist to operate 
on an appendix. (Perhaps this 
comes under the next heading, 
but even though the guinea pig 


The Preceptor And His Obligations suffers the most physical pain, it 
—- - may also be cruel and unjust to 


With the closing of the law schools for the summer vacation | the other party) 
many students are about to commence the service of the office | Everyone else gets paid even 
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clerkship tha: is a prerequisite for admission to the bar examina- | ;,, indigent cases, except the 
tion. This, therefore, seems to be an appropriate time to comment lawyer. The judge, the jurors, 
upon the role of the preceptor in the preceptor-clerk relationship} wourt attendants stenographer 


and tc point to several ways in which it is believed that many 
clerkships can be made of more value to the clerk. 


experts, and interpreter . all 
these do not contribute their 
services even in indigent mat- 
ters. Only the lawyer, who has 
nothing to sell but his time, must 
|contribute it, gratis. 

If any lawyer at all is com- 
| petent to represent any defend- 


The primary purpose of the clerkship is to provide a period 
of instruction for the prospective lawyer in the practical applica- 
ition of the iegal principles and theories he has learned in law 
Schoo! to the problems encountered in the day by day conduct 
of a law practice, the better to fit him to serve the public upon 
his admission to the bar. It is not without significance that the 


counsellor who employs a law clerk has traditionally, as well as in|ant whose liberty is at stake, 
the present Rules, been denominated a preceptor—by definition, | gratis, then he is also competent 
to manage property in estate 


a teacher. Thus, the role of the preceptor is that of a teacher; 
the role of the clerk is that of a student; the course of instruc- | Mat 
tion should be one in the practical application of the science of|iS likewise competent to repre- 


iaw to the aciual problems of clients. sent defendants in criminal 
cases where the State allows 


ms mee rir jd gecesi of ewigoges instruction to be of value | payment. It would be merely a 
to the clerk, the preceptor shou instruct him in the whys and | matter of simple justice to re- 
wheretores of those things assigned to him and, of greater im-| quire that all lawyers be picked 
portance probably, of those things he himself does after he has | from the same list. in fee cases 
had a report of the legal research or factual investigation from!,; we}] as in feeless. 
aiee clerk. AS TO DEFENDANTS 

It has been said by some members of Character and Fitness For a dentist to be required to 
Conunittees, on the basis of their interviews with clerks, that | remove an appendix is no more 
in many clerkships, the clerk is given an absiract problem of | farfetched than the requirement 
law to research or is sent to check on a particular fact, without ' that a title lawyer shall defend a 
having been informed how the particular question of law or fact|man accused of a serious crime. 
fits into the larger problem with which the preceptor is concerned; lIn the one case it would be likely 
and that he frequently is not told and never comes to fully under- | to hurry a man to his grave, and 
siand in what manner his efforts have contributed to the solution in the other, to hurry a man to 
of the larger problem. Is it not clear that the preceptor who!prison. Certain serious abuses 
assigns a legal or factual question for investigation, or who utilizes' have already come to light in 
the results of the clerk’s investigation, without instructing the the way of attorneys violating 
clerk in the uses to which his work is to be put and without!the confidence of indigent 
demonstrating those uses to his clerk, has fallen down on the ‘clients. Because a lawyer is not 


obligation assumed by him as a teacher? paid, much of the incentive to 
do a good job may be lacking, 


but this is a matter for each 
man’s conscience. However, even 
an unpaid lawyer must not 
abuse the privilege that exists 
| between attorney and client. In 
representing a client who is 
charged with larceny for ex- 
ample, he is not entitled to dis- 
close admissions of other or 
graver offenses. 

It is obvious, without laboring 
{the point, that unless all assign- 
{ments in civil or criminal mat- 
ters are given out on an equit- 
able basis to lawyers willing and 
qualified to do a serious job, 
| legal aid may as likely be a trap 
as an instrument of justice. 


matters and in receiverships. He 


A somewhat related problem is that of affording the clerk 
the opportunity to become familiar with courtroom practices and 
techniques. There had been concern for some time over the fact 
that many, if not a majority, of clerks rarely saw the inside of 
a courtroom during their clerkships. As a result, several years ago 
the Rules were amended to require that clerks should spend a 
total of 18 days in the state and federal courts observing the 
argument of appeals, the trial of cases, the conduct of pre-trials 
and the argument of motions. This requirement has gone far 
towards supplementing many clerkships in which there would 
have been little or no opportunity to observe the actual conduct 
of a trial or an appeal. However, such attendance at trials or 
arguments of cases of which the clerk has had no previous know- 
ledge, while helpful to him, does not benefit him nearly as much 
as attendance at trials or arguments of cases he has helped to 
prepare; for there he has the opportunity to see and hear for 
himself the actual results of his own efforts in the legal and 
factual preparation of the case and the manner in which his 
preceptor utilizes the materials he has helped to assemble. And 
yet some preceptors have apparently adopted the view that 
since the Rules specify certain court visits, if his clerk complies 
therewith his duty is discharged. 


to spend more time with the clerk will 
encroach too nuch upon the already full day of the busy practi- 
tioner, or that to take the clerk to court in connection with 
every case on which he has worked will result in his inability 
2 work on other matters that are pressing for attention. It is 
undoubtedly true that with the complexities and pressures of 
the practice of the law in the twentieth century, it is no longer 
possible for the preceptor, as did his nineteenth century counter- 
part, to devot2 the time to make it possible for the clerk to learn, 





Morris County Bar Ass'n 
Picks Phelan As Head 


At a meeting of the Morris 
|County Bar Association at Win- 
|chester’s Turnpike Inn, James 
W. Phelan of Boonton was 
elected president for the ensuing 
year, succeeding Nelson K. Mintz 
of Morristown. 

Mr. Mintz was given a standing 
ovation by the members in ap- 





It may be said that 


alinost literally, at his feet. But surely the preceptor who keeps reciation a ‘ 

é of his outstanding 
before him the nature and obligations of the role he has volun- cee as Po sce Pg two 
tarily assumed, will find the additional! time to enable him to years. 


discharge his duties and responsibilities asa Other officers elected were: 

Judge Frank C. Scerbo, first 
vice-president; Ben D. White, 
Second vice-president; Owen F. 
O'Donnell, treasurer; Frederick 
B. Cobbett, secretary; Charles M. 
Egan, Jr., corresponding secre- 

\tary; David Salmon, John Lee 
the! and Lloyd Rosenberg, trustees. 

Senator Alfred C. Clapp, in his 
address as honored guest of the 


conscientiously 
teacher. 





Mercer Bar Annual Outing Today 








with prizes to all winners. The 
day will be featured by a roast 
chicken dinner at 5:30 P.M. 
Arthur A. Salvator, is 
chairman of the committee in 
charge of arrangements. 


The Mercer County Bar Asso- 
ciation is holding its annual out- 
ing at the Italian-American 
Sportsmen’s Club today (June 
25). Various games and athletic 
contests have been arranged 
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Tenn's Charter Revision 


Group Completes Work 
NASHVILLE (ACCN) — After 


completing action on the last of 
the six proposals for which it 
was called, the Tennessee state 
Constitutional convention reces- 
sed until July 14, when it will re- 


turn to correct any typographi- | 
cal or grammatical errors which | 


may have been uncovered in the 
seven amendments which it 
adopted. The delegates are not 
expected to reopen any of the 
issues. 

The delegates agreed to list 
two propositions on home rule 
separately, thus making seven 
instead of six proposed state 
constitutional amendments to be 
carried on the ballot in a special 
election Nov. 3. 

One of the home rule amend- 
ments is designed to prevent the 
passage of so-called “ripper” 
legislation. It requires that no 
local officer can be voted out of 
office or have his salary altered 
by the legislature and that all 
local bills must be approved 
either by a two-thirds vote of the 
local governing body or by a re- 
ferendum vote. 

The other home rule amend- 
ment provides strong municipal 
home rule for those cities that 
approve it in a referendum. It 
would outlaw local legislative 
bills for cities coming under it 
and would allow cities to adopt 
or alter their own charters. 

Another home 
which was apparently overlook- 
ed until the last day of the con- 
vention, was postponed for con- 
Sideration when the delegates 
return, because several said they 
had not had time to study it. 

It would permit the general 
assembly to provide legislation 
consolidate upon a majority vote 
city and county. 
amendments, the 
previously 
that would: 


Increase the governor’s term 


of office from two to four years. | 
to tne} 


This would first apply 
governor elected next year. 

Give the governor item 
powers and allow him to 
bills up to 10 days after 
general assembly adjourns. 


veto 


bills. 
Increase 


th 


may be raised by a vote of two 


successive general assembiies but | 
would not go into effect until the! 
third general assembly. Members | 


of one general assembly, how- 
ever, could lower the scale for 
their successors. 


Keep the present method of | Proponents of the 
calling a Constitutional conven-;| phasized that persons 
tion with the new provision that, ready have lawyers wou 
can be called no referred to other lawye: 
oftener than once each six years | price-cutting move. On: 
and its actions must be ratified | pointed out that under 
of the plan in Boston pe 
cross-examined to finc 
by|they already have law 
with the|are merely attempting 
some less expensive leg: 
ments would have to be approved Such persons, he expla 
in a November general election,;referred back to their 
by a majority of those voting for | torneys. 


conventions 


by the voters. Keep the present 
method of amending the con- 
Stitution through approval 
two general assemblies 
new provision that such amend-' 





governor. Formerly this was| 
based on the number voting for | 
representative. 


to voting. This had already yoy 
circumvented by a legislative act. 
The convention also voted to 


keep the present minimum vot-!as with some medical 
ing age of 21 years, defeating a’ pita) insurance plans 


move to lower it to 18 years. 





evening explained the plans for 
the New Jersey Law Center. Af- 
ter the address the Association 


voted to make a contribution to; ponents 
the Law Center Fund. Ralph would be established as ak 
Porzio, Morris County Chairman'mum fee for all first interve** 
of the Fund, outlined plans for and that the plan was un¥0* 
' able on a statewide basis. 


the drive in Morris County. 


rule provision, | 





| 











1$5 for the remaining 
to allow a city and county tO|the first consultation re ardles[R +... 
|of the length of time corsume 
ty the qualified voters of the|/has remained unchange 
lis no registration fee. 
In addition to the home rule|Lawyer Referral service 
convention maintained at CBA he 
adopted amendments) ers, 29 S. LaSalle St., C! 


sign | Criticisms directed at 
the by opponents included 
The that the referral system 
pocket veto would be eliminated promotional advertising 
by a requirement that the gov- entail 
ernor explain why he vetoes all!canons of ethics prohib 

ivertising. This was deni 
the pay of legislators association spokesman. 


from $4 to $15 a day. This oond 


!lations with 
were very poor, advocat 
plan declared that this 
of introducing doubting 
ito attorneys was a ste 
|right direction. 


, Step toward socialism, 2 
mes ‘ P | sion S 

Eliminate the Poll tax from “eyj] about law as it is 
the constitution as a prerequisite today, a needless step b 


whether 


members voted 139 to 30. r:z. 


prove its public relations 


of volunteer attorneys t 


needing legal service, wil 
ferred. They will pay a: 
tion fee of $1 and a fee « 
a half-hour 
ithe lawyer to whom t! 
sent from the central offi 


service, 
own” 
further charges for suc 
tional services as 


vania, the Chicago Bar 
1941 became the first bs 


plan as it is now functi 
| many 


of the opposition were | 
to inaugurate the plan « 
|basis, and to boost the it 
'from a proposed $3 to $ 


76 N. J. L. J. Index Page » 
a . 
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in ’54 After Year’s Test re 

y, 

Providence (ACCN)—M-mt:- “9 
of the Rhode Island Bar Ass D 
meeting in Providence, yo: -, 
overwhelmingly to inaug _ 
Lawyer Referral service re 
trial period ending with 3 





tober, 1954, meeting, at 
time a vote will be ta -- 
to install the yan -— 
a permanent basis. ; 


Climaxing spirited deb 


ing out the referral sys: 
scribed by many speaker 
“best bet” the bar in th 
has ever had presented 


The program calls for 
up an alphabetical list « 





persons of moderate 





consultatic 





Following this intr 
they will be 
with the attorne; 





they 


After the birth of the 
Referral service idea in I 


to operate a service un 





cities. The origin —_ 
consultation fee of SM ;.o) 
first half-hc an: 


initial 
for the 


ai | 
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Helping to break dow 


would violate 


that law 
the gener 


Contending 





LS | ee 
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Opponents called thé 


9 es Te 





that there’s Ss 
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ac ines 

ause = 

the great number of law. 2rs L 

are at the service of th Pl | 
|a prelude to a Situatio: was" 
qd ae 

, it was APE 
leged, costs started off “odes 
and then were increasec aS ** 

| pitals boosted charges. 

It was further arguec by °F 
that the iniua * 
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5. P's complaint alleged (1) 
rain ‘nat she WaS a woman of good 
est reputation; (2) that, on Feb. 14, 


1953, at D Bank, in the presence 


of divers persons, L, a teller of 
p Bank, falsely and maliciously, 
in a loud voice, said of P: “Don’t 
‘end Mrs. P any money. We don’t 
want do business with her: 





OF 2M per credit isn’t any good”; an 
tk as a result, her reputa- 
Whit: -ion ard credit were injured and 
02 s deprived of certain 
which she might other- 
ve made. Wherefore, P 
od $10,000 damages 
D Bank and costs of suit. 
1k moved to dismiss the 
on two grounds, 
a) that it was a bank- 
poration and as such 
)t be liable for the de- 
’ remarks of its teller, 
ence of any allegation 
ad authorized or ratified 
-ment; and (b) that the 
it failed to state a legal 
action against D Bank. 
1e motion. 
intiffs, minority stock- 
in X Corporation, dis- 
that 2 directors, of the 
oard 5 directors, had fraud- 
ylently diverted corporate funds 
wn use. At a stockhold- 


ers’ eting, 








ir 
in 





shat it 








ng plaintiffs made 
a their urges of wrongful con- 
aie inst the 2 directors, and 
ii ed a stockholders’ suit if 
AWYE 1 of directors failed to 





nt 


e ¢ yn to recover the divert- 
SN. ed corporate funds. A resolution 
‘™@ was then proposed and adopted, 
t dissent and negative 
the complaining minori- 
holders, by which the 
conduct of the 2 direc- 
condoned by the ma- 
stockholders and the 
structed not to bring 
inst them: The other 3 
as stockholders, voted 
solution, although their 
e not necessary to effect 
ion. 
ffs then brought 
lers’ suit against the 
ectors, on behalf of the 
yn, to recover the di- 


¢ 


a 
2 


74 


inds. On motion for 
on the pleadings, the 
rs having pleaded the 


facts in their answer, 
ision should be made? 
P was president of the 
n Newark, N. J., which 
wner of a $5,000 negot- 
missory note on which 
indorser. The note was 
at maturity by M, the 
iereof. Notice of dis- 
s not given to P. It was 
ity, as president of the 
give notice in case of 
nor of a note held by 

nor was it his duty 
t such notice was given 
scharged by the bank’s 
give him notice of dis- 


Sept. 1, 1952, P bought 
ter heater from S and, 
yment, gave S his (P’s) 
$1,000, dated Sept. 1, 
payable to the order 
month after date. On 
53, S. sold the note to 


H for $900. P refused to pay the} 


note. At the trial, P proved that 
the warranty made by S at the 
time of the sale of the heater to 
P had been broken; H proved 
that he (H) had no knowledge 
thereof at the time he acquired 
the note: 
there had been no fraud on his 
part when he sold the heater to 
P. Is H entitled to recover? 

8. X damaged his automobile 
and took it to Y, a garagekeeper 
who repaired automobiles, and 
asked him for a quotation as to 
the repairs. Y said, “I will fix 


this car just as good as new for} 


$600.” X replied “The job is 
yours.” Two weeks later, X called 
for his automobile and Y pre- 
sented him with a bill for $900, 
and informed X that he could 
take the automobile only when 


the bill was paid in full. X said | 


to Y, “This bill is beyond our 
contract price. It is greatly un- 


reasonable. You know that I am! 


a salesman and I must have my 
car at once for my work. I am 
paying this $900 under protest 
in order to get my car. I am 
going directly from here to see 
my lawyer.” Thereupon X paid Y 
$900 and got his automobile. 
Thereafter X sued Y for $300. Y, 
in his answer, denied all liability. 
Decide the case. 

9. D, who lived in Hackensack, 


and S proved that} 


of X and sold the space on the 
exterior sides of these vehicles 
for advertising purposes, which 
advertising was unconnected 
with its own business. The City 
of X adopted an ordinance pro- 
hibiting vehicle sfrom carrying 
on their exterior any advertise- 
ments of the products of others, 
although it allowed on such ve- 
hicles advertisements of the pro- 
ducts of the owner of the ve- 
hicles. R. Express Agency was 
convicted of a violation of this 
ordinance. On appeal, it con- 
|tended that the ordinance was 
| unconstitutional, (a) because in 
violation of the Due Process 
|Clause, (b) because in vio- 
lation of the Equal Protection 
Clause, and (c) because in vio- 
lation of the Interstate Com- 
merce Clause. The City of X con- 
tended that the ordinance was a 
reasonable traffic regulation per- 
;mitted under the police powers. 
|Decide the constitutionality of 
the ordinance in view of these 
;conflicting contentions. 

| 12. (a) D’s dog strayed from 
|D’s rear yard in Rockland Coun- 
jty, N. Y., a distance of 10 miles 
to Bergen County, NJ., and bit 
|P in Bergen County. P sued D 
|in New York to recover damages 
jresulting from the dog-bite. New 
|York follows the common law 


lrule of liability in dog-bite cases. 





| There was no proof at the trial 


N.J., proposed to P, a widow liv-| 


ing in Brooklyn, N.Y., that if she 


(P) would move to his (D’s) 
house in Hackensack, NJ., and 
help him fix it up, he would 


marry her as soon as the house | 


was in a livable condition. Dur- 
ing the interim and until their 
marriage, there was 
merging of the households. 


to establish the dog’s 
| Vicious propensities, or that D 
(had any knowledge thereof. The 
dog had never previously bitten 


|anyone. May P recover from D? 


to be ally by X, when the 


| 
| 


(b) X was walking his dog 
along Main Street, in Clay, N.J., 
with the dog on a leash held firm- 
dog, suddenly 
without and evi- 


and warning 


Relying on D’s promise, P, with ldently in a playful manner, 


her daughter, moved 


up, performed the 


into D’s|jumped upon Y, 
house, proceeded to help D fix it} knocked Y down 
customary |him. Y sued X 


a passerby, and 
and injured 


r his personal 


Io 


household chores, and contribut-|injuries and damages, which he 


ed to food costs. Subsequently, proved at 
P and D had a falling out. D told|established the 


he 
No 


when 
facts. 


the trial, 
above 


P that he would not marry her|proofs were offered of the dog’s 


and ordered her to move out of|Vicious propensities or 


his house. 


P then sued D for breach of | : 


contract and sought to recover 


as damages her expenses in mov- | 


ing and the reasonable value of 


the service which she had ren-| 


dered. On motion for summary 

judgment, decide the motion. 
10. (a) 

partners engaged in selling rugs. 


Burns sells a rug to Black for 


Burns and Foster are| 


$500 and, on behalf of the firm, | 


accepts Black’s promissory note 
for that sum, payable to himself 
(Burns) in payment of the rug. 
The note is not paid at maturity, 
and the firm decides to sue Black. 
In whose name should the action 
be brought? 

(b) 


Hill and James are part-| 





ners in a law firm. Hill is dis-| 


satisfied with the 
their offices and, 
sulting James, he (Hill) leases an 
office suite, in a building on an- 
other street three blocks from 
their present office, for a term 
of 2 years at an annual rental 
of $1200. Is James bound by this 
lease. which Hill signed for and 
in the name of the firm? 

11. R Express Agency owned 
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without con- |} 


of any 
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1900 trucks operating in the City | 


previous | 


Newark—Hon. Henry E. Ack- 
erson, Jr., General Chairman of 
the New—Jersey Law Center De- 
velopment Program, has an- 
nounced great progress in the 
fund program from individuals 
as well as corporations. 

Subscriptions received to date 
total $305,663. This includes the 
$100,000 anonymous gift from a 
foundation. Before the intensive 
program among members of the 
Bar is concluded this month an- 
other $50,000 to $75,000 should 
be received, Justice Ackerson 
Said. 

Response to the Law Center 
for memorials, honorariums and 
tributes has been most en- 
couraging. To date, 18 memorials 
have been established. The 
memorials include: John A. Bit- 
tig, Joseph P. Bradley, Gilbert 
Collins, Morris Gann, Morris E. 
Gordon, Archibald C. Hart, J. 
Henry Harrison, George S. Ho- 
bart, Ernest C. Lum, Ralph E. 
Lum, Jacob Schneider, Philip J. 
Schotland, Albridge C. Smith, 
Edwin F. Smith, W. Frank Sooy, 
Sidney Stein, Joseph G. Wolber 
and Reynier J. Wortendyke, Sr. 

The corporation program, un- 
der the leadership of William A. 
Hughes, President of the New 
Jersey Bell Telephone Company, 
has reported considerable pro- 
gress 

In addition to the above, the 
New Jersey Women lawyers have 
held a preliminary meeting, un- 
der the leadership of Mrs. Hor- 
tense F. Kessler, Public Utility 
Commissioner and Vice Chair- 
man of the Law Center Develop- 
ment Program, to discuss raising 
funds for a tribute to New Jer- 
sey’s women lawyers. 

The Alumni Council of the 
Rutgers Law School Alumni As- 
sociation has appointed an 
Alumni Class Memorial Commit- 
tee. Wilbur A. Stevens, Claims 
Manager of the Hartford Acci- 
dent and Indemnity Company, 
has agreed to serve as chairman 
of this committee and has an- 
nounced an executive committee 
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Law Center Fund Growing 





composed of the following class 


group chairmen: 1909-19. Hon. 
Alfred Brenner 1909; 1920-24 
Aaron Kaufman, 1923; 1925-29 


Allan L. Tumarkin, 1927; 1930-34 
Robert F. Darby, 1932; 1935-39 
Harry J. Stevens, Jr., 1939; 1940- 
44 Raymond F. Brady, 1940; and 
1945-53 James C. Conlon, 1951. 
The executive committee has 
adopted a goal of $100,000. 

Those who subscribe a share or 
more to the alumni objective wili 
also be listed on the Bronze Tab- 
let and all subscribers will be 
credited for subscribing in their 
areas. 


Announcement 








Jack Ballan is now practicing 
law in the Law Building, 64 
Hamilton Street, Paterson, in as- 
sociation with Edward H. Saltz- 
man. 
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habit of jumping upon passersby, 
or of any knowledge by X of any 
such traits. The dog did not bite 
Y. May Y recover from X? 


13. P conveyed certain real 
property in N. J. to D on June 


9, 1952, for a consideration of 
$4,000. The deed contained a 
covenant that the grantee would 


not sell, transfer or lease any 
part of the property for two 
years. This covenant was follow- 
ed by a statement that “This re- 
Striction against the sale, trans- 
fer and leasing may be waived 
by the grantor on the payment 
by the grantee of $1,000.” The 
deed was otherwise absolute on 
its face. Four months later, on 
October 9, 1952, D conveyed this 


real property to G, for a valuable 
consideration. On Feb. 9, 1953, P 
forwarded to D a proposed writ- 





ten waiver of the covenant, and 
isked for payment of $1000 for 
delivery of the waiver. D re- 
fused to pay and P brought an 
iction to recover the $1,000. Both 
parties moved for summary 
judgement. What decision should 
the court make? 

14. On June 1952, in Passaic, 
N.J.. John Jones sold an auto- 
mobile for $3,000, on a condition- 
al sales contract, to a man who 
false ly represented himself to be 
“James Jackson”: The contract 
called for a down payment of 
$300, which the purchaser made, 
and the payment of $150 every 
month thereafter until the bal- 

of $2,700 was paid in full. 
Jones duly filed the conditional 
sales contract on June 2, 1952. 

On June 15, 1952, the pur- 

chaser whose real name was 
Severns, sold the auto- 

to Henry Ford for $2,000 

cash. Severns gave Ford his true 
name but made no further pay- 
ments to Jones. When Jones 
what had happened, he 
monthly payments on 

from Ford: and, whe 





to make them, 


refused 


institute 





proceedings to 


obtain possession of the car. 
Should he succeed? 

15. The complete will of Ellen 
Dee, which was entirely in her 
own handwriting, is as follows: 

his is my last will and tes- 
al I, Ellen Dee, give my 
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property at 123 Elm St., Union, 
NJ., to William L. Dee. To be 
used by him and do as he so 
pleases. I know that he will see 
that our daughters will be treat- 
ed fairly at his death. If he 
should re-marry, my entire es- 
tate to be shared equally by my 
daughters, Dorothy and Wilma. 
With a trust fund of $500 to be 
set aside for William L. Dee, he 
to receive same at the age of 21.” 

There was no signature by 
Ellen Dee at the end of this will, 


put there were the signatures of 
two witnesses to the will, who 
testified that Ellen Dee had 
shown them the paper and had 
Stated that she had written it 
out as her will, and had asked 
the witnesses to sign as witnes- 
ses, which they did, in her pre- 
sence and in the presence of each 


other. 

Ellen Dee 
husband, William 
two daughters, Dorothy 


was survived by her 
L. Dee, and by 
and Wil- 


ma, and by a grandson William 
L. Dee, the son of a deceased 
son. She left the property referr- 
ed to in the will and a $9000 
bank account. What are the 
rights of these parties in her 


estate? 


16. In 1948, T executed his will, 
by which he devised a farm in 
Warren County, N.J., to his son, 


and bequeathed his residuary 
consisting only 2f person- 


S, 
estate, 


al property, to his daughter, D, 
and named E to be executor of 
his estate. In Mar., 1952, the 
dwelling house on the farm was 
greatly damaged by fire. T, hav- 
ing received $5000 from the in- 
surance company, as ps ayment for 
the loss to the dwelling house, 
contracted in writing “with a 
builder, B, to make the necessary 
repairs to the dwelling house. 
On June 1, 1952, B delivered 


materials on the 
preparatory to 
but T died 
before the 


bricks and other 
farm 
making 


premises, 
the repairs: 
yn that same day, 
repairs were commenced. After 
E qualified as executor, E and D 
mutually agreed in writing to 


eancel the repair contract, and 
B removed the materials from 
the premises. Thereupon S sued 


T’s estate, and 
specific performance of 
ract between T and B 
for the making of the repairs 
Should specifle performance be 
oranted? 

iz. (a) D:saw P, a 
driving off with D’s auto, 
D’s permission. D had a 


E, of 
B 


the 


as executor 
for 
cont 


stranger, 
without 
gun in 


his possession, having been out 
hunting. D shouted a warning to 
stop the car or he would shoot. 


r heed the warn- 
D fired at the tires of the 
moving car, but his aim was 
bad, and the bullet killed P, 
causing also great damage to the 
car. Investigation developed that 

had made a mistake in driv- 
ing off in D’s car, because P, who 
had also been hunting, had a car 
of his own, exactly like D’s. P’s 
executor sued D for the death 
of P, and D counter-claimed for 
the damage to his car 

What, if any, are the rights of 
the parties? 

(b) If, when P was killed by 
D’s bullet, the auto driven by P 
went out of control and struck 
X, a pedestrian on the sidewalk, 
would X have a right of action 
against D, or against P’s ex- 
ecutor? 

18. X railroad agreed in writ- 


P did not hear o 


ing. 
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TRENTON, N.J. (ACCN)—Fis- 
cal officers of all the states have 
been asked by New Jersey State 
Treasurer Walter T. Margetts Jr. 
to support his program to in- 
fluence the federal government 
to issue a special non-market- 
able bond with a higher-than- 





if P would give 
right of way 


ing with P, that, 
the Railroad a 
across P’s premises, the Railroad 
would locate a station at a de- 
signated spot and stop thereat 5 
express trains each way daily. P 














gave the right of way and the 
Railroad constructed its road- 
bed and tracks across the same; 
but has t constructed and 
vill not construct any station or 
stop any of its express trains 
therea secause OI the expe 
of const ‘ucting he station and 
the expe and delay to thou- 
sands of ‘passengt rs, in stopping 
express trains, for the few peo- 
ple who might get on or off at 
that point 

P seeks specific performance of 
he contract. Wha hould the 


yurt do? 
19- In 1945, S sold and 


tne sum of 


ynvey- 
$20,000, 


nee 
a W 


of real estate in 




















New Jerse ining 150 acres. 
The legal des on of the prop- 
erty, as sé r in the deed of 
conveyé correctly and exact- 
ly dese the 150-acre tract, 
but excepted i the mineral 
rights 100 f 10re or less’’. 
In 1948, B sold the entire tract 
> V for $40,000. In 1951, V learn- 
ed that the tract ined valu- 
able le posits of n which he 
then proceeded to mine and sell. 
On M: ur. 15, 1952, S stituted 
Suit against V in an effort to 
prove his (S’s le to the min- 
eral ri $ in and under a part 
— the mica 





1ad found, bas- 





reto on the ex- 
th in his (S’s) 


deed had 
neither 
antee, 


latter 
S, and 
his immediate gr 


B. The 
prepared by 
B, 


been 
S nor 


had made any effort to clarify 
the exception contained in S’s 
deed to B. Judgment for whom? 

20. On Jan. 10, 1950, X owed 


As Y 
X had 


$12,000 to Y. 
money and 


of 


neeaea 


the sum 


+} n 
tnen 


no ready cash, Y offered to can- 
cel the debt for the highest sum, 
not exceeding $12,000. which X 
might be able to obtain by 
mortgaging his farm in Hights- 
town, N. J., to the Federal Land 
Bank. The Bank agreed to take 


for $8,000 on X’s 
the day the mort- 
gage settlement was made, Y ac- 
cepted this sum in full satisfac- 
tion of his claim against X 
Mar. 10, 1952, Y persuaded 
X, who was then in a strong fi- 
nancial position, to give him (Y) 
a second mortgage x’s farm 
in the sum of $4,000, the said sum 
being the difference between the 
amount ($12,000) of Y’s original 
claim against X and the amount 
($8,000) which Y had accepted in 
settlement thereof. The $4,000 
second mortgage was written for 
a term of one year; but, on the 
date of maturity, X refused to 
pay it. On April 30, 1953, Y in- 
stituted foreclosure proceedings. 
(a) Has X a valid defense? 
(b) Would your answer be the 


a mortgage 
farm; and, 


on 


ry 
ii 


same if Y had assigned his $4,- 
000 second mortgage to Z, a pur- 
chaser for value without notice 
of the circumstances under 


which X had given it to Y, and 
Z had instituted the foreclosure 
proceedings? 
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Frederic Baar has opened nh; 
offices for the general practic 


ordinary interest rate in which : 
law at 6 W. Front St., Red 


States and their subdivisions may 
invest public trust funds. but ee 
William Greenberg has 


7 > o ay W 
oopndet, an agreement worked new offices at 2 Park Pl 
. condi Se iat Ga ee | WOOd, Lor the general pra 
Undersecretary of the Treasury law 


Burgess and fiscal officers from 











































key states, Margetts forwarded Charles M. Judge has r 
an outline of his plan to the rom New Jersey Realty T 
fiscal officers. surance Company, and h 
Margetts urged them to chan- eome associated with th 
nel to the Council of State GOv- of Stevenson, Willette & 
ernments, which is cooperating mitt. in the practice of 
in the movement, infc ormation 19 North Harrison Stres 
on the flow of cash into state Orange. 
treasuries, present and average = 
holdings of federal government LEGAL NOTICES 
obligations and guaranteed rates ' = a 
of interest on state trust funds. ES SBATE DIvIiiOn 
He also asked for suggestions as be 
to the form the proposed new 
government securities should 
ake g 
orsey fiscal official oF : 
the states have ? 
10,000.000.000 Bisa 
present system—or ! 5 
the lack of it—contributes :: 
Oo in aa 10n ry . 9 ‘ 
Tac : I I and sub- é a 
jects state funds to the hazards 3 
of unforsee fluctuations and esta ty 
conditions largetts declared j,. \s z 
in his lette ) the other fiscal 4 
Officials : 
Pointing ou hat New Jersey 
guarantees members of certain si: 
pension funds 3 per ¢ on their :::. 
investments, he said when yields iTROME Ds 
from government bonds fall be- ROBERT SCHERLING, At 
low that level “replacement Xewark 2S 
must be sought in the market —~ : she ee 
without ready success or sub- — 
Stantial ap yriations must be 
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pee pe erie aa security with an @ Field Warehousing 














extension of maturity in con- Forewarders Recogni 

Sideration for an increased in- 

terest rate, possibly 314 per cent. Merchants & Industrial 
He said the nonlin depart- Finance Compa y 

ment welcomed the plan as being 972 Broad St. Neuusk. Nod 

in line with the policy of com- Mitchell 2-6988 

batting inflation. After responses 

to a questionnaire are received ~ = 

from state fiscal officials, it was 

announced, a full-scale formal 
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session will be sought with the f 
treasury department to adopt a DISCOUNTED ‘ 
final program. MORTGAGES 3 
—— ae - 
The men we call great are so PURCHASED } 
because they had to struggle : 
with something; and by struggl- Sound deals only, 
ing with one or many obstacles, that can bear 
such as poverty, lack of oppor- rigid investigation. 
tunity, or for some great cause, 
a Strength came into their lives COMMERCIAL UNIO? Co. 
that lifted them above their fel- Sow 
low creatures. We call them great ane me seer 
because they carried their loads. aes 3.2390 
—W. G. Montgomery in Unity. 
— 
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KARKUS PRESS time-saving products... 
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Corporation Outfits KARKUS PR 5S 

with Type-Eze Minutes 311 Madison AN 7: 
e@ Same Day Service Perth Amboy, 
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HAVE IT REPORTED — THE RECORD NEVER FOR -ETS 


LOUIS KABOT 


and Associates 


CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTERS 
DEPOSITION SPECIALISTS 


Examiner and Master 24 COMMERCE STRE®T 
of the Superior Court NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Notaries Public MArket 2-6645 
and MArket 2-6646 
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LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
ERSEY TAKE NOTICE that See GR: STaTE OF NEW JERSEY 
STATE IERO, an infant. by her natura lardian, DbP ATTMENT OF ST: 
DISSOLU TION Mary Dikty Kravarik, will make ‘application CERTIF ATE OF DISSOLUTION 
sents may come,;|to the Essex County Court. at the Court! To all to u a oon these presents may come, 
Newark, N.J.. on the 14th day of Gre 

my oe at a 00 A.M., for a Judgment WHI it f AS, It appears to my satisfaction, 

f to assume the name of by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 

? RAN ARIK. ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 

ia Granie so: by her by the unanimous consent i all the stock- 


my office 

LER LIBRARY. "Ine, 

State. whose principal 

é No. 786 Broad Street 

r 2. New Jersey in the t f Newark, County of Essex, 

ly 2. 9 $5.88 | State of Nev Jersey (Harry Kay, be- 
- i and in charge thereof, 












Guardia holders, 
Dikty ravaril THI 








STATE OF NEW JERSBPY — MOSES AL- served), has 
~ FORD; ROY = FORD and CALLIE AL- 
FORD, his w CLEM ALFORD, JR., 
WEB- 


AND ETHEL ALFOR DPD, his wife: yi 
SIE : t and JOHNNIP MAY AL- 
FORD, his ie ESTHER MAY ALFORD 
RANEY and MARON RANEY, her ee 
band MOR R IS CASKET COMPANY 

( oration of New Jersey; and WILI TAM 


of this ¢ tific ate of Dissolution. 














ed and required 
Esquire, plain- 
24 Branford 
answer to 





ded by law 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 


have hereto my hand and 
re! 


WHEREOF, 1 
and 1 





t Trenton, fixed my offic al seal, at I 
Sore A.D thi Fenth day f June A. 
2 } Seal) thousand nine hundred 
Loy B. MARSH 
Secre 1 of St 
L.J June 18 of July 2 $12.80 
SEY STATE OF NEW each 
ERSE} DPHPARTMENT OF STATI 
ne CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
Sao] TION h 
( to whom these presents may come, 





Greeting 
WHEREAS 
nls t 















































































' 1 Ww 
{ ry t 
ition NOW 
I> ite t 
I Ce f h 
ft aid 
tid flies “as provide 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOR, 
1 ( t et my nand 
ed flicia eu at 
! 1 June 
Ss i nd ] 1 
‘ \ Jr are le a d t 
¢ hild and Clem LLY!) J MARSH 
leceased, wh sa ind next) | é 
Elizabeth Alf deceased, | I J 8. 2 J 2 $12 80 
i e an 
i ses, And 4 
( n aA rd Tr 1 STATE OF NEW IERSEY 
is re the wife DPEVPARTMENT OF STAT! 
1 ma have n inch ERTIF I ATE Ol DISSOLUTION 
WHI REAS 
i er eCoOrt I 
t 1a is Se 0 1 
i 1 | n ft t 
CANDIES, I 
Le * ‘ 
; 72 Br g 
St | # Ht. ¢ 
’ nn ' 1 
: ; z 0 S 
ted con- Es ( ( ‘ I - 2 
f said | aga Le l for &7 a 1 ] 3 
A kholders | is ane eer ¢ , ' a galt - 
ecord t ‘ “ j 
wv on file Dp J 4. 195 t ' 
i I RANT SCOTT I PES TIMONY WHEREOE I 
H ( k the = “ 3 
L.J.—June 11, 18, 25, Inly 2 $42.84 ' 
paves | A.D 
and STATE OF NEW JERSEY : ateethes 
DEPARTMENT. OF) STATI LLOYD B. MARSH 
CERTIFIC \TE OF DISSOLUTION Seevet f <P ; 
" ese preser 1 come ‘3 l Kg 9 I 9 212.8 
$12. 80 
ee ee CES It ear sf 
authenticated record of the proceed- D 
> 1 1iss tion thereol | ESTATE OF WALTER 
} mous msent of a the stock Pursnant to the jer 
ON ke ad my office. that So. 1Gactnaaaelae rei 
me AILORING COMPA 
ee 
tock 
f Essex 
g sys 
Tit 14 
Statutes ed : Dated: Jun 2 } 
sia ? aaid cor. | ESPATI ALEXANDER BARR. deceased 
xecuted ekholders Pursuant to the order of WI IRLIAM CCK, 
Pocratar {| th , said cord | Jr Surrogate f the County of Ess tl 
He v f proceedings file | day ie n the applicat f the 
. said office signe Adm trator of sa ased 
mv X Ty ¥ given t the ors 
Payee IN ’ pos 1. to exhibit scribe 
= — fix . iffirmat r 1 and 
ers this I th sai i ised 
record (Seal) ; ths fr s date ey w 
ft arred prose t -s r 
‘ LLOYD. ng same st th seriber 
Ei Néavelave SAM ROTHEARD 
L.J June 18, 25. July 2 $12 80 ROTHB & ‘OXFELD, 
At vs 
r 744 
ag. Dated: May 25, 1953) Newa 
sates OF MAXIMILLTAN (also known | L.J 2 9 16 
) SCHNEFEI <item ———— 


1s Ma leceased. 
Pursti 3 


‘WILLIAM ee 
of Es 








Dat Ju 2 
ESTATE OF! MARGARET. DONNELI sY. de- 


ceased 





» the order of WILLIAM HUCK 
of 











ubscribers under Jr of ssex, this 
‘laims and dem s day the putt ( under- 
deceased. v signed Executor of sai notice 
, is hereby given to the of said 

re leceased, to exhibit to the subscriber under 






h or oe ion, their claims and demands 
inst estate of said deceased, within 
s aah mont hs from th or they will be 
ver vane i af or recover- 





1e sar s 
THD HOW ARD 8S: x INSTITUTION 
CARL F. HINRIC HSE: N Attorney 

1180 Raymond Boulevar 

Newark 2 J 
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2 L.J.—June 4, 11, 18, 25. July 2 
Date 2. 1953 
EST: ATE OF THOMAS W DOU B LEY. de- Dated: May 20. 1953 
»d. iy ia OF SAM STARK. deceased. 
he or der of bday ig ood HUCK, Pursuant to the order of WILLIAM HUCK, 
int > thi Jr irrogate of the County of Essex, this 
1 day aac: on the application of the under- 
notice is sizned. Executor of said deceased. notice is 






he ere dite rs 
subscriber ) 
laims and demands 5 


hereby given to the creditors of sald deceased, 
to exhibit to the subscriber under oath or 
affirmation. their claims and demands against 
the estate of said deceased withi the estate of said deceased, within six 
months from this date or they months from this date. or they will be forever 
forever barred from prosecuting or recover-| barred —— prosecuting or reeovering the 








ing the same against the subscriber same — the subscriber 

SPYMOUR B. JACOBS FIDE SLITY UNION TRUST COMPANY 
SEYMOUR B. JACOBS, Attorney | RIKER. EMERY & DANZIG. Attorneys 
24 Commerce Street 744 Broad Street 
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Newark 2. N. J Newark 2 J. 
2 1 LJ June 11, 18, 25, July 2. 9 L.J.—May 28, June 4, 11, 18. 25 
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Contribution To A.B.A. Center To Be Tribute. . 
To Pepper 





Philadelphia lawyers are being 
asked to subscribe $30,000 toward 
the construction of an American 
Bar Center and in the giving, 
Philadelphia’s outstanding law- 
yer, George Wharton Pepper, will 
be honored. 

Plans have already been ap- 
proved and contracts will be let 
shortly for the construction of 
the center which wiil include a 
permanent home for the Ameri- 
can Bar Association and a Bar 
Association Library and Re- 
search Center. The structures 
will be erected at a cost of $2,- 


000,000 on the midway of the 
University of Chicago where a 


suitable tract of land has been 
donated by the university. Of the 
total fund, the bar of the country 
will contribute $1,500,000, and the 
balance will be available from 
the sale of the association’s pre- 
sent building and from the pro- 


NORMAN N. POPPER 


REGISTERED PATENT 
ATTORNEY 
17 Academy St., Newark 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-1496 


available to attorneys only 
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LICENSED BONDED 


Hanus Detective Agency 


DIVORCE SPECIALIST 
ELizabeth 2-3359, 2151 











1143 £. Jersey St. Charles Hanus, 
Elizabeth, N. J. Principal 
TRACT, 
° Ap 


ABSTRACTS 





> BOX 743 \ 
Rtnton. ® 

















- WANT 
SOMEONE 


LOCATED? 


TRACERS CO. OF AMERICA 
513-MADISON AV.. N.Y. 22, N.Y. 





ceeds of a bequest received un- 
der the will of the late William 
Nelson Cromwell. 

The Philadelphia contributions 
will be presented to the Ameri- 
can Bar Foundation as a tribute 
to Mr. Pepper and a suitable 
hallmark will be installed in the 
new Administration Building in 
his honor. 

In addition to housing all of 
the activities of the American 
Bar Association, it is proposed 
that the Administration Building 
will accommodate many affiliat- 
ed organizations including, 
among others, the American Ju- 
dicature Society, the American 
Patent Law Association, the As- 
sociation of American Law 
Schools, the Conference of Chief 
Justices, the Federal Bar Asso- 
ciation, the National Association 
of Attorneys General, the Na- 
tional Conference of Bar Exam- 
iners, the National Conference of 
Commissioners on Uniform State 
Laws and the National Confer- 
ence of Judicial Councils. 


Failures Decline From 
3-Year ar High 


YORK 


and 


NEW 
mercial 
dropped 


(ACCN) 
industr 
to 167 in the 
ed June 11 from the 
high of 217 in the preceding 
week, reported Dun & Brad- 
Street, Inc. While casualties were 
slightly lower than a year ago 
when 175 occurred, they exceed- 
ed the comparable 1951 total of 
130. Continuing below from the 
prewar level, failures were down 
one-third from the 249 recorded 
in the similar 1939 week. 

Liabilities of $5,000 or more 
were involved in 146 the 
week's casualties. This size group 
showed a decline from 181 in the 


Com- 
ial failures 
week end- 
hree-year 


of 


previous week but were almost 
even with last vear’s toll of 148. 
Failures with liabilities under 


$5,000 fell to 21 from 36 a week 
ago and 27 in the corresponding 
week of 1952. Five concerns suc- 
cumbed with liabilities in excess 
of $100,000. 

All industry and trade groups 
had lighter mortality during the 
week. More service establish- 
ments failed than a vear ago, 
but slight dips from the 1952 
level prevailed in the four other 
lines. 

Canadian failures climbed to 
25 from 13 in the preceding week 
and nine in the similar week of 
1952. 

Commercial and_ industrial 
failures in the U. S. for the year 
to date total 4.026 and compare 
with 3,790 in the 1952 period. 
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FILING CABINET! 


MINUTES 
% Mailed PREPAID within 5 hrs.! 
*~ Seal IN YOUR OFFICE 


Stock & Transfer Ledger 
+0 Corporate Desk Seal 
3 Ring Minute Book with Booster 






SOC? & rasneren 
Laden 


Book of Lithographed Stock Certificates 


With Printed Minutes . . . 
Gold Lettering on all Books... 


$14.00 






Pocket Seal in lieu of Desk Seal... 





ALL-STATE 


PHONE: MARKET 


OFFICE 
SUPPLY CO. 


502 HIGH ST., NEWARK 2, N. J. 


$1.00 ex. 


$1.50 ex. 


#Reinforced 
DRAWER box (cs 
pictured) $1.50 ex. 


OTHERS AT 
$14, $17, $19 







4-5577 


World War II G.I. Bill 
9 Years Old 


The GI Bill for World War II 
veterans was nine years old 
Monday. One of its benefits is 
still in full force, another is ap- 
proaching the end, and a third 
has long since faded into history. 


r 
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The Act, signed into law dur- zrup’ insurauee ‘fonpitalization. "vacations, | EMPLOYMENT WANT D 
ing the height of the war.ohl|ticeae eae locas ce eoree 
June 22, 1944, in addition to | _ associated with the TOS. Dept. 6 iy 
other provisions furnished three LEGAL NOTICES liabor law a ated problems 
major readjustment aids to vet- STATE OF NEW _ JERSEY ; é eile. , 
erans in their efforts to get back CERTIFICATE, OF “DISSOLUTION | ATTORNEY 
into the swing of civilian living. 7% arnt Atncee: Oe neers ere Cn ae pee ESTATE CORPC RATE 

One was a program of guaran- wi Kr od Re 9 yg ta rs Boe so il Boe for SUMMER or permat Tits 
teed loans for homes, farms and inzs for the Lise rent | 
businesses; another, education eal fice geil | EUS i! : 
and training at Government ex- biskeatia Gee leet oaks ci rtter 
pense, and the third, readjust- :" . No 20 Street | at Box 202 
ment allowances for periods of 1 Ml cnien sae. = i 
unemployment. ‘ ts Bae € 

The GI loan program still is in ; = = ~ 
effect, and has four more years Me as SOMMER teste one 
to run. It comes to an end for | rroches als 
nearly all World War II veterans the | TEMPORARY AL 81 
on July 25, 1957. ext l& Saturdays, SOuth Grange 2-25 

So far, the Veterans Adminis- jorat fee SSUMiMiG Ga 4 See = 
tration said, some 3,300,000 vet- (/"t; DEeaIn ER Ato an ee aie Lut on ve 
erans have obtained GI loans S Seek eee. 4 i Highes erences, Box ‘i 
for homes, with VA guarantee- rve : and and af “7 
ing or insuring about half the ear ia FOR RENT 
amount. Marae h and | OFFICE FOR RENT IN DESIRAI , 

Ninety percent of the loans eeeeabin sonien Ga te 3 
have gone to veterans who want- !-J. June z : $16.80 | Mr. xetiohi dias 
ed to buy or build homes. The : ~ ee VATE OFFI LAWS 
remainder have been for farmS pesrark or AGNES CANNON / “Lawyer \ ; 
and businesses. Pur \V \M H mae, of ane 

Veterans have turned out to be : * Ms = ate a 
excellent loan risks, VA _ said. j.” et d He we 
More than 500,000 loans already ‘"' ve ! vit t E 
have been paid in full. And only ws salen, 
eight-tenths of one percent of . PALS ak ae 
all loans were defaulted to the "rip How hee in gubserb N FOR SALE 
extent that VA has had to make F. Connolly, Att 
good the guaranteed portions to Newark 2. x certs, : — 
the lender. slits : z z tat Pa m x 

The GI Bill education and ; ; & : 
training program reached its ESrark or Louis HoLTz + |! Lidherea aes ena 
cut-off point for most World War s.\ “hurrcaste of the Comte of Oren an eee ae nt 
II veterans on July 25, 1951. For day made. ‘ er | kit x nts 
the most part, the only World Kit “4 a : ‘ Minter 
War II veterans now in training = | — 
are those who urted before " pcduccen \ 1 | YEARS TSER 
the cut-off date and who have forever : “ A P PRAISE R 
remained in training since, ex- . LLL NG 17 ee Pee cee ee 
cept for interruptions beyond VITA. ORENSTEIN FEDERAL, STATE & COUNTY COURTS 
their control. ESTHER LAUEMAN SR 

During the nine years of the aN i Ccomhe “Attorne 200 OLIVER ST.. NEWARK 5, * J 
program, a total of 7,800,000 ex- Niwark ! Xy MArket 3-1119 
servicemen and women—more "7% June 2%. July 2 = — 
} tks si - Renee : sari 
than halt of all who served in ay aa ATTORNEY COOPERATION SOLIC:TED 
World War II—have taken some psrare oF WILLIAM W. MuLONY. de. ’ 
form of training under the GI “an: E WILDTAAEG W. D. ETTINGER & C0. 
Bill. All together, they spent a 4e eee t Ess x. this | FIRE ADJUSTERS 
total of 140,000,000 months in the signed. Ex ois FOR THE ASSURED 
classroom, at the training bench eS nee | 9 CLINTON ST., NEWARK 
and on the farm, or an average wate . pipe Mitchell 2-4694-5 
of about 18 months of training » x < date, or they | — — 
per veteran. a 2 ania. AGATLBT TK Cee or —oaee — 
The end of the World War II gine | BASE OF SUTLES [_ Mtoe Ganpersts SED attorney 
GI training program comes for 3!% Franklin A SARASOHN & C9. 
nearly all veterans on July 25, 13.—June 25, July 2. 9 2 | FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR "HE 
1956. POLICYHOLDER 

Passaic Weekly Call 2223" or cvsml ht Sel Tames 

assaic Weekly Ca 3 Foot WILLIAM HUCK MArket 3-3213-4 
ir rior Court Judoe & ssignment dg a le. . ti it tke Gas a = 
Before Superi — : ‘houan ent Judge 3 Fx : he | : - ae 

Weekly Call—June 26. at 10 A.M. subseri r | Fire Adjusting 

a 883 Prey ; oe eeeead SERVICE TO ATTORNE ‘5 

0 a ; Ss, IRVING M. MINION 
= THE "HOWARD s \VINGS INSTI ON j Associated Adjuster 

393 PGE 24 Commerce St., New °K 
894 wark 2. Nod. | Mitchell 2-1771 MArke: et 

7 899 —— = 

7s 901 — 

8 974 

826) BUSINESS and € 

a MORTGAGE ‘ 

842 

S71 MORGAN co. 60 PARK PL. 

876 NEWARK 2, by I. 

off forwarders Recognized Mitchell 2-05° 

Hudson Weekly Call end 


The following Superior and County Court Cases 
are listed in the Weekly Call to be held Friday 
June 26. 1953, at 10 A.M. in Judge Proctor’s 






2412 2447 2473 2495 2600 2628 
2743 2781 2801 2807 2809 2810 
2994) 2818 2824 2825 2832 2833 
2846 2847 2859 2862 2865 
2890 2893 2894 2897 2900 
2910 2914 2919 2921 2922 
2938 2939 663 748 750 920 929 973 
977 978 981 (992 993 994) 998 1002 1007 
1009 1013 1028 1033 1035 1038 1043 1046 
1049 1052 1064 1066 1072 1076 1077 1421 


Z. H. POLACHEK 
Reg. Patent Attorney 


1234 BROADWAY (at 3ist) 
New Yerk Il, N. Y. 
Phene: LO. 5-3688 
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LAWYERS-CLINTON TITLE INSURANCE 
COMPANY OF NEW JERSEY 


A sound company engaged 
exclusively in the examina- 
tion and insurance of titles 
to real estate. 
A New Jersey Corporation—ORGANIZED 1928—Serving New Je:s#Y 
7 NELSON PLACE oop. Essex county Hall of Recerts NEWARK, N. J- 
Mitchell 2-7875 
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